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Concerning the Behaviour of Chriſtians 
under the various Revolutions of State- 
Goveraments. PT: = 

'o 


HE Revolutions that fo frequently - happen in 
States, may well engage an honeſt man to ex- 
amine how Chriſtians, and the Charch in gene-' 
| - nera},ovghtto behave themſcdives in fuch kind of 

Revolutions; IT have therefore- endertaken to anſwer 

your deſire, in as clear and perſpicuous a manner, as it 

is poflible tor me, without making too patticular a Re- 
fle&tion upon' the preſent change of Government which 
hath put- you upon propoſing this queſtion to ine. ' You 
defire to know of me whether it be lawful for a Chriſtian 
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*in the fight of God our Saviour; who will have"all men 


2 The Behaviour of Corifl tans 


to pray for a Prince whom he takes to be an Uſurper, and 
how the ancient Chrittians behaved themſelves in the like 
Revolutions. 

The Firff Point is a queſtion of Right, whether it be 
unlawful to pray fora Prince, whom we believe to be an 
Uurper ; fo, as that all thoſe who are of this Opinion, are 
obliged to ſeparate themſelves from the Communion of 


- thoſe who believe him to be a lawful Prince ; it being 
Impoſſible that thoſe who think they ought to pray for a 


diſpoſſi fled Prince, bccauſe they conſider him as their 
lawful Prince, ſhould be preſent at the. Prayers that are 
made for a Prince whom they conſider as an Uſurper. The 
ſecond Point is a matter of Fa&, which I might excuſe my 
ſet from entring uponz becauſe it is certain that Chriſtians 
are to order their Livcs not by Examples but by Rules. 
However tor your fatisfation I will not refuſe to take a 
a'{horr view of the Behaviour of the Primitive Chriſtians 
in ſuch kind of Revolutions, 


As tothe firſt Point, I anſwer, That it is not only law- 
ful for a Chriſtian, but that he is alſo obliged in Conſcience 
to pray for choſe, who are in poſſeflion of the Authority 
of rhe State wherein he lives, if he hath a mind to -ebcy 
the Apoſile St. Paul, and to tollow the Principles of the 
Chriſtian Religion. I ſuppoſe that that which is the Duty 
of- every Chriſtian-in particular, is the Duty alſo of the 
Church in general, foraſmuch as the Church is nothing but 


a': Aſſembly of Chriſtians. 


Take we a4 view therefore of the commend of the 
Apolile St. Paul in his Firſt Epiſtle to Timothy, Chap.2. 
D. 1,25 3, 4+ ©I cxhort, therefore, that firſt of all, Sup- 


» © plications, Prayers, Interccfſions, and giving Thanks be 


*made for all men, for Kings and all that are in Autho- 
"rity ; that we may lead a quiet and peaceable life in all 
* Godlineſs and Honeſty. For this is good and acceptable 


, *to 


under various Revolitions. 2 


© to be ſav'd, and to come unto the Knowledge of the 
© Truth. The learned -Dr. - Hammond hath | thus . para - 
phraſed this Precept. Fr/#, In the firſt place! therefore I 
adviſe thee and all the Biſhops under thy Metrbpolis, that ' 
yourhave conftant- publick Offices. of Devotion, conſiſting. 
Fir}, Of -Supplications.. for the averting of a!] hurtfal 
things, Sins and Danger. 24ly, Of Prayers for the ob. 
taining of all good things which you want. 34ly, Ot in- 
terceſſion for others,and 4tbly, Ot Thankſgiving for Mer- 
cies already received 3 and all theſe: not only for your 
ſelves, but, in a greater diffuſion of your Charity, for all 
Mankind. 2dly, For the Emperors and Rulers of Provin= 
ces under them, to whom we owe all our peaccable living 
in any place, in the exerciſe of Religion and virtuous Lite, 
and therefore ought in reaſon to pray and give thanks for 
them. 3dly, For this God under the Goſpel approves of, 
and requires at our hands. 4th/y, In proportion ro the 
example which he hath given us in himſelf, who earncitly 
deſires the good of all Mankind, and uſeth- all powertul 
means to bring them to reform their former wicked Lives, 
and now to entertain the 'Goſpe]. Whence it appears 
clearly that a Chriſtian, as ſuch, is obliged to off. cup unto 
God publick: Prayers for thoſe that are inveſted with the 
Sovereign Authority, and that this is a Duty of the Church | 
in general. | 

And here I defire you toobſerve two things, the one - 
is thatithe/Apoſile St. Paul makes no diſtinion betwixt 
the lawful Emperors. and Uſurpers : the other, that he - 
grounds. the neceſlity- of theſe Prayers upon a principle of 
gratitude and acknowledgment to the Government in 
general, whoſoever they be that adminiſter it, foraſmuch 
as weare beholden to them for the peaceable life we en- - 
Joy in the exerciſe of our Religion and a virtuous Life. 

This being thus fiated, a Chriſtian can have.no further 
ſcruple in- this point, but only about the queſtion of matter 
of FaQ, viz. who thoſe be that are in aRtual poſſeſſon ye 
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the Severcign Authoxlty ? But this is a queſtion! which” 
may no leſs cafily be dectded by the Rules of: the Goſpel 3: 
in a: word, every Chriftian'is obliged to' acknowledge 

him+for his lawful Prince, to whom he payeth tribute. 
This is the Do@rine of our Saviour Jeſus Chrift, Mark xit. 

and Luke xx. the words of the Goſpel are as follows 3 

* And the Chief Pricſts and the Scribes the ſame honr ſought 

© to lay hands on him (but they feared the People) for they: 
© pexceived that he had ſpoken this Parable againſt them. 
« Ard they watched him, and ſent forth Spies, which 
© ſhould feign themſelves Juſt Men, - that they might catch. 
\ him in his words, and: ſo might deliver him unto: the 

© Power and Authority cf the Governor, And they askett” 
© bim ſaying, Maſter we know that thou fayeſt and teacheſt 
"rightly 3 neither accepteft thou the Perſon of any; but- 
* teacheft the way of God in Truth. Is it lawful: for: us 

* to give Tribiite to Cx/arz0r.no ? But he perceiving their 

© craſtinefs, faid unto them, why tempt ye me? tſhew' me 

* a penny : whoſe Image and Superlſcription hath it ? They 

* anſwered and faid, Caſars, And he ſaid unto them, ' 
© Render therefore unto Czſar the things which be Ceſars, 

© and unto God the things that be God's: Amntthey could: 

*not take hold of his words before the people 3 but mar» 

* yelling at his anſwer held their peace. 

Fer the better - underſtanding of this anſwer of our $x- 
viour,, I ſhall again make uſe of an” Annotation of 'the 
learned Dr. Hazz»mond upon: the 22:Chap., of St/ Matthew, 
where he explains - what 'the: Herodians' were;. and what" 
gaveoccation to our Saviour to. make' this anſwer.''' Of 
the Few ſome part, ſays be, acknowledged, and 'adhered'to 
the Ceſarean or Roman Authority, {ome 'part lookt upon it, - 
as an Ufurpation ; -and of this'generally. wereithe Pha-* 
riſees, This difference or controverlic was thusoccafibned!” . 
About one” hundred- and tifty ycars before /the'' birth! 6f 
Chiiſt the Government of Fudes came into the'i kand&of+! 
the Zelors or Maccabees, among: them Judas Mcoabens!' 

being 


being in fear of Antiochus, entered into a League with 
the Romans, which confinued about ninety years. Then 
Hircanus and Ariftobulus the Sons of Alexander falling in» 
to contention for the Kingdom, and the younger Brother 
Ariſtobulus getting poſſeflion of it, Hircanus applied himſelf 
to the Romans for redreſs, and by Antipater's mediation 


beſought Pompey (being then near) to come with an Army 


to his relief; Pompey did fo,.:and thereupon befieged 
Feruſalem. Hircanus's Party within, ſoon delivered it up ; 
and Ar;ſtobulus's party retired into that part, where the 
Temple ſtood,,and Pompey itorm'd the 'Temp!e, and took. 
it, and ſo the City cameinto the Romans power, and Hir- 
canus was reltored to the High Prieſthood, -and Kingdom 
of Fudeag but fo as tohold (as he obtained) it under the 
Romans protetion; which they did(thoſe of them that were 
of Hircanus's party,) by conſent,and not by force,by a choice 
which the Factions among themſe'ves put them upon, and 
by way of dedition, and ſo Foſephus- plainly faith of the 

ews, that they had made a dedition of themſelves. Mean 
while they of Arifobulus's party lookt upon the'Romans as: 
Uſurpers, and forcible Poſſcſlors; and thus it continued. 
till ous Saviour's time» and at this time ſome of cach party, 
Phariſees on one ſide, and Herodiens, (i. e. followers. of 
Herod) on the other, came unto Chriſt, mcanipg to in-+ 
| ſnare him in whatſoever he: ſaid, and to take advantage 


either to inflame the Phariſees (which were the moſt emi- - 


nent among the Fews) if he ſhould ſay. that tribute was 
to;\be paid, or to bring him into danger of Herod and the 
Roman party, if he ſhould fay '*twas not to be paid 3. And. 
though Chriſt's anfwer be pancually jn : favour of (the Rg,. 
nan-Emperor, e{pccially.to.thoſe. that took'the Tribute to 
be his right, yet io prudence he thought fit.to give ſuchan 
anſwer, as might belt ayoid the oppoſite dangers, ,} : ., 
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.; After! theſe things haze- alledged-:you ſec that nothing 
can be moxe natural than. tg. form. this Argument 51. Evgry: 

B Chriſtian 


under yarious Revolutions. 5 


*. 


6 The Behaviourof Chriftians 

Chriſtian's obliged to acknowledge him for his lawfbl So. 
vercign, to whom he pays Tribute. This 'is the expreſs 
Dodtrine of St, Paul 3 therefore every Chriſtian is bound 
tb pray for thoſe that axe in: Poſſeihon of the Government, 
as EDS PUBOTTT. 


or their true Sovereigns.. 


There are but two ways to elude the 'force of its Ar- 
gument 3 for cither we' muſt maintain that our Saviour 
argued like a Sophiſter, 'in going about to perſwade the 
Jews to own him for ' their lawtu! Prince, to whom they 
wete forced to pay'Tribute, in caſe it be true, that people 
may. pay Tribute'to a Prince, whom they ought not to 
acknowledge for their lawfal Sovereign ; or elſe we muſt 
maintain,that St. Pau! hath engaged Chriltians in fin, by 
commanding them to pray univerſally for thoſe to whom 
they pay Tribnte,'though it may be ſuch men are in pol- 
{ion 'of power, and” regtjive Tribnte, for whom they 
ought not to pray. This conſcquence is evident ant! necct- 
fary, if it be true that the paying ef tribute be neither a 
lawful mark of their Sovercignty ,nor a lawful Foundation 
to pray for them. © | 

' ' But you'll ſay 'the 'conclufiorr of your Argument will lead 
#5 t*confound a'\lawful Government with that Which is unlaw- 
ful, an Uſnrper ' with a" rightful Sovereign. At this rate of 
arguing tho' we are convinced in' our IS, that-ſuch 
a one is an Uſurper, 'and ſuch a one our lawful Prince, 'we 
are forced according to your Argument to pray for the Uſur- 
per, and againſ#'our-lawfnl Prince. = That ii to'ſay, according 
fb your ſenſe; we are charged by 8t:Paul to commit immoral 
atts, and are obliged to ſm againſt God, that 1ve may be' obe- 
dien? to St. Paul. And this is-envngh, Tay you, to diſcoverthe 

hiftry of your Argument. Why''this is the very" point, 
where I world fain have :you;- The Ptificiple,'Toppoſelis; 
that it appertains'to the Church to judge of the Title of 
thoſe who art in poſſc{ſion of the Gvvenrimerit,”: whether it 
be a rightful Title, or not; whereas 1 tmaintain'on the 
Bs contrary, 


contrary, that ic doth not in the leaſt belong to the 
Church; to proncunce- concerning the Title of thoſe who 
are in Poſſcſhon of the Sovereign Authority, It follows 
- fromthis Principle, that we cannot lawfully pray to God 
for any but thoſe, whoſe Title to the Savercignty we .own 
to. be. righeful : And I maintain, that if this Conclufion, 
which is drawa from the Principle I oppoſe, be true, it is 
impoſſible for any Chriſtian Church. to ſubfiſt in any State, 
and that conſequently the Concluſion, as well as the Prin- 
ciple from whence it ſo naturally. flows, . cannot but be 
falſe. ; ; | SE ' 2 ; x. ba 
I defire you, Sir,to take notice that IT affirm that it doth 
not belong to a Chriſtian, as ſach,' to examine whether he 
who hath the power over a Society, poſſcſſeth the fame 
by a Juſt Title or by Uſurpation. I acknowledge indeed 
that it is the right of the Society, and its Repreſentatives to 
cxamine this queſtion ; but I flatly deny .that 'it, 'belongs 
to the Church, or to any of the people, conſt» 
dercd as Chriſtians, to diſcuſs the Titles of their So- 
vereigns, Chriſtians, in as much as they are Chriſtians, 
are ,in a State in the ſame manner as Phyſicians, who in 
that capacity have nothing to do to meddle with Aﬀairs of 
State, the? they may take' cognizance of them as they are 
Citizens. Affairs therefore of State, muſt not be regulated 
by any but thoſe who are called to the management of 
them. And foraſmuch as the People are bound to ſubmit 
themſelyes tothe reſolution of their Repreſentatives, the 
Church accardingly is obliged to own him for a” lawful 
Sovereign of he Stare whom the, Managers of the'State 
own for ſuch, by ordaining Tribute to be paid ro him, and 
Prayers to be offer'd up tor God for him, &c. 
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Firſt, Jeſus Chriſt declared that Tribute ought to be 
paid to thoſe, whom the greateſt part of the Jews looke 
upon as Uſurpers (I mean the Roman Emperors) and who 
indeed had uſurpt the Power, they themſelves had formerly 
ers -., -- on Wo een RG 44a 

2th, Our, Saviour did plainly fuppoſe,* that ' the'pro- 
ſperity of their Emperors ought publickly to be prayed for 
in the Temple, as was conſtantly donz, to which the 
Z:alcits of the Fews oppoſed themſelves; for otherwiſe 
he ought rather to have joined himſelf-to theſe Zealots, 
and torborn! entring into the Temple, in caſc he had not 
approved the Prayers there offer'd up for. ſuch Gover- 
ROts - - - | P 

34ly, St. Paul taught that we arc bound to pray for thoſc 
that have. the Authoricy in their hands, without ever 
making the leaſt diſtinQion between thoſe that were pol- 
ſeſt of this Authority by a lawful or unlawful Title. Now 
where the Law doth not diſtinguiſh, it is plain, that nci- 
ther ought we. 

4thly, It hath. been the conſtant practice of the Chri- 


; ftian Church to pray for thoſe that had the Soyereign Au- 
thority, without ever allowing themſelves the Liberty to 


judge of the Validity or Invalidity of the Titles of -thofe, 
that were in poſſeſhon thereof, This praice* of the 
Church in all times ard in all places is fo unconteficd a 
matter of FaQ, that we may defie any Perſon whatever to 
produce any one ſing]e example 'of aSchifm: that hath hap- 


' pen'd in the Church, on a pretence' like to that on which 
* they have formed one of late, viz, where one party of the 
» Church maintamd that they ought notto pray for a Prince 


in PofſeſHon, becauſe his Title was not lawful, and ſepa- 


Tated themſelves from thoſe that ſubmitted to him that 


was in Poſicfſion. 


Te is viſible that according to the contrary Principle, 
ifthe Church had not only a Right to examine the Title of 
= Sovereigns, 
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Sovereigns, but were alſo under an obligation fo-to ds 
for fear of offering dilplcating Prayers to his Divine Ma» 
jeſiy, in favour of an Uſurper, that it was of indiſpenſable 
neecfſity for the Apoſtles to have made an exa@t draught 
of Politicks, fram'd according to the Nature and Rights 
of the Government 3 which they ought to have tranſmitted 
fo their Succeffors in writing, It wonld have been nece(- 
fary alſo in the Choerch, co infiruct the Biſhops, and all the 
Clergy,conformably to this Scheme of Politicks, to the end 
that they might afterward inſtru@ the Church, and yet we 
do not finda tittle. of all this neither in the New Telta- 
ment, nor any other Books of Antiquity: Tho' without 
this ſo neceſſary precaution it cannot be imagin'd, but 
that a vaſt number of Schiſmes muſt have been formed, 
by occafion of fo many Revolutions that have ſo ſtrangely 
changed the Face of Governments, from the time of our 
Saviour t0 this preſent. We muſt theretore of neceſſity 
own either that none of the ancient Chriftians,cver thought . 
of diſcharging a duty fo cfſential to the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion, in the moſt important Ads of Devotion, or that 
the Chriftians never believed, that it was their bulincſs 
. to'exarhine the Rights of Sovereigns, much leſs that they 
were obliged ſo to do, to the end they might be 1a con- 
dition to offer their praycrs to God with a good Conſct- 
EeNce, 
'T have told you, Sirz That the Chriſtian Religion 
could never have been admitted, or, have ſubliſted in any 
State, if our Saviour had given another Rule to his Apo- 
files than that which he hath given them. And ac- 
cordingly I entreat you to conſider with your ſelt a lictle, 
what would have become of the Chriſitan Religion, if the 
Church had undertaken to examin the Titles of Sove- 
vereigns? Can you believe in good carneft, that ever 
ſhe would have met with an cafie entrance into -rhe 


Worlds if it had been known, that thoſe who preached 
: | it. 
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It, entred into a State with a defign and under obligations 
of examining the Titles of thoſe who govern'd it, and 
with adefign'of charging upon the Subjects as their duty 
angnquiry of this Naturc. - I am certain that we cannot. 
meet with any thing like this, neither in the Writings of 
the Apoliles, mor in the Writings of the anciene Doctors 
of the Church, particularly in their Apologies, wherein 
they have refuted the principal grounds tor which the Em- 
perors rcj<&ed the Chriſtian Religion and proſcribed it. 
Yea, I' am very ready to be fo juſt to thoſe who are of 
the contrary Opinion as to believe that they would have 
more Prudence; thanto make any ſuch kind of Declaration 
to the Indians or Chineſe, if they had a mind to go and 
Preach the Goſpel ainongfi theme 

But ſome, it may be, may be apt to perſwade them - 
ſelves | that the -profeflion of - the Chriſtian Religion is 
the'rather to be received upon this Condition af engag- 
ing Subjcas to examin the Title of their Sovexaigns and 
the whole State, For indeed it may be thought. what 
can be more advantageous to a Society or a Prince, than 
Souls of fo tender a con{cience as are unwilling to pray for 
a Prince till they have diſcuſs'd the point whether their Ti- 
tles be lawful ? But yet I know not whether they would 
have been able to make the Goſpel to be Received on thoſe 
terms, For r. It plainly appears that they mult have left all 
thoſeCountries which from Monarchies were newly changed 
to Common-wealths, or the contrary. . 2:4. It appears that 
they would have been excluded out of any Country 


where a Prince had been depos'd, and another put in 


his place 3 foraſmuch as they'could not obcy the Laws of 
an uſurper, nor own him by praying for him. 3dly. They 
muſt,even in thoſe places where the government appear'd to 
them lawſul, at their firft entrance have declar'd, that 
their true- diſciples would be always ready to withdraw 
themſelves from under the authority of the (government 


afſoon as any change - ſhould be made in it contrary to 
| their 
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their Schemie of a 1awful Government ,; and;;that: they 
would do their utmoſi endeavonrs, to withdraw from the 
State all thoſe that could not comply with this Change in 
the Government, This ſuppoſed, let themqudge-im how 
many places they.could; have got anentrance for [the Gof- 


pel, clogg'd with thoſe Conditionals: 10 54852 


But there is ſomething Worſe than all this 3: for bv this 
jumbling of -political Conſiderations about Government 
with the doctrine of the Goſpel, the Apoſtles would have 
been Obliged at their firſt entrance to preſent the Governor 
of the Place a draught of a lawful Government according 
to their Notion, to the end that the State might Conlider 


. whether this political Scheme, did agree with theNatureof 


Government as it is cſtabliſht amongſi the: ſeveral Nations 
of the World. This is the; point whence-:they- ought; of 
neceſſity to have begun 'the preaching of the Gaſpel;: ſor 
without this Chriſiians conld never-b2 perſwaded to offer 
up their prayers to God for the Governgur of a State: In 
very truth, the Apoſites would have ſeemed a company of 
pity{ul Men,for underiianding their Commiſſhon no better, 
as having failed to leave.us a good and ample infiruGion in 
this moſt important matter, apdwhich,was of: ſo great neceſ: ' 
fity,conlidering the valt number ot Changes and Reyoluti- 
ons:3 that have happened in Governments : whereas inſtead 
of uling this exacneſs they have or-ly ſimply and in general 
commanded us to pray to God fox all thePowersfet, over us, 
but they never daigned to acquaint us cithes/by-their con» 
du& or doctrine that this was to be reſtrained onely to 
ſuch: Powers as are lawful. .. But they will ſay fince you 
grant that. a Chriſtian and a Citizen are one ang the ſame 
Perſon, under diftcrent reſpes, how is it poſſible: that 
aſter. all this you ſhould conceive, that a, Citizen, ,who. is 
perſwaded- in his Conſcience that ſach an one is an Uſur- 
per, may yet as. a Chriſtian, pray God for - this Ulurper, 
as if indeed hg were his lawful Prince ? To this 1 Rn 

| enact 
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that a Man who,cmbraceth any Principles contrary to the 


Conſtitution ot a State, is very much to be piticd, and if 


beſides he be ſo unhappy as to fill his brain with whimſeys 
without any ground or probability of truth , and takes 
pains to conhrm himſelf in the ſame from paſſages. of 
Scripture miſapplicd, he is ill more incurable 3 becauſe 
in this caſe he huggs his error, as ſuppoſing it both Ho-- 
nourable and Meritorious. But to anſwer directly to this 
difficulty; -I fay that the Conſcience of ſuch a Perſon is 
molt Viſibly Erroneous. For 1. he judgeth in the qua- 
lity of a Citizen that ſuch an one is an Uſurper for whom 
it is not lawfulto pray ; becauſe, as he is a Chriſtian, he ad- 
mits a Dotrin and Principle in Conſequence whereot he 
eppoſeth himſclf againſt the determination of the State , 
which hath manifeſily ated and judged according to other 
Principles. If he forms this judgment as he is a Chriſtian, 
then he attributes to himſelf a right which God hath never 
granted to Chriſtians as ſuch , but if he judge thus in the 
quality of 2 Citizen and not of a Chriſtian, he violates the 
laws of a Society which can not ſubfiſt it every private Per- 
ſon be permitted to oppoſe his particular judgment to 
that of the publick, declared in the moft ſolemn manner 
imaginable ; the deluſion of the Conſcience of ſuch a Perſon 
appears as evident to me asSif a Perſon (hould have refoly- 
edro maintain from Scripture as a Doctrine of faith, that 
the Sun gocs round the Earth, and in conſ<cquence to this 
Principle ſhould rcfuſe Communion with thoſe that be- 
lieve the Syſteme of Copernices. 


| Idont't beleive that thoſe who repreſent the body of the 
State are infallible in their judgment, but ſeeing it is the 
higheſt Human Tribunal where theſe queſtions which con+ 
cern the right of thoſe that pretend to the Governrhent 
can be decided I affert that if a Citizen hath ajudgmerit 


oppoſite to that of the State,cither he muſt acquieſce/in-the 


judgment of the State , or he muſt depart out of it, - 
| for 
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for fear of being made partaker of the punifhment whichhe 
beleives God may infli& upon a State for an unjuſt ation, 
but aftcr all there is none but God that can Corre@ that 
which he hath reſerved to his Government. This is that 
which Conſcienee muſt naturally dicate to a Man who 
liltens to its Suggeſtions. e* 


This being granted, 1 ſay in the 24. place, that they 
who reaſon thus and continue in: the State, whole ' Autho-. 
rity they do not acknowledge, do not follow their own 
principles as they are bound to do : Suppoſe we therefore 
that they ought to ſeparate themſelves from their brethren ; 
foraſmuch as in the quality of Chriſtians they cannot 
joyn in thoſe Prayers that offend their Morals, are they 
not as much obliged, in the quality of - Citizens to quit a 
Society, which they ſuppoſe to have violated the Funda men- 
tal Laws of the State by railing an Ulſurper to the _ 
Throne of the Lawful Prince £ The obligation if I be 


' not mifiaken is as binding on this hand, as on the other. 


This 'is an ignorant flattering of our ſelves, to' believe 
that we may lawfully preſerve a propricty in our Eſtates 
by cor:tinuing in a State, which we look upon as being in 
actual Rebellion againti their Soveraign 3 for it is certain 
that the poſſeſſion of the goods we enjoy, as members of 
the Society, is no further allowed us than as we-own+the. 
Authority whereby the-Socicty doth ſubſift.. We haveno 
right to them' any further than asthe Society' allows us'to 
enjoy the ſame, and that we own the Aurhotity wh the 
Rulers of the Society. . The propriety we have in- our 
goods is not from a Natural Right , but from aPoſitive 
Right, which cannot ſubſiſt but in the Society» As ſoon 
as we. quit a Society, which we do whep we difown'-its 
Authority, we have no longer any right to our goods , 
and accordingly  pfo-fadto they ' ceafe to be ours. - Ant 
therefore aſiranger who is bound by his oath to —_—— 
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Priace, can poſſeſs nothing in a forreign State 3 he hathno 
leave to trade ina ſtrange Country any further than he ſub- 
mits himſelf tothe laws of the Society, and to undergo the 
puniſhments which the Law inflicts in caſe it appear that 
he hath violatcd the Laws of it. This is the Dodtrin of 
St. Auguſtin upon St. John confirmed by Yues of Char- 
tres, Epiſt. 65, By what righ:, faith he to the Dona- 
tiſts, do you keep poſſeſſion of ths Lands belonging 
to the Churches, is it by. Divine or Human Right 2 
The Divine Right is containcd in the Scriptures, and the 
Human in the Laws of Kings, whereupon you perceive 
that whatſoever a Man poſſſſzth,he poflefieth it by an Hu» 
man Right ; but as to a Divine Rignt, the Earth is the 
Lords and the: Fulneſs thercof. Tis by Human Right 
that any one faith this Land is mine, this Houſe is mine, 
this Slave is mine. Take away the Right of the Empe- 
tor, and who dares fay this Land-is- mince, this Houſe is 
mine, this Slave is mine» Neither do thou ſay, what 
| haveyou to do with the King ; yea what haſt thou to do 
with this Poſſcilion ? Don'e ſay that thy Poſleſſions are 
thine for thou haſt renounced Human Right by which 
onely one.poſſeſieth whatſoever he has, for it theſe things 
were: cftabliſhed by a Divine Law, it would not bs in 
the Power of the Judgcs in ſome caſes to judge according 
to the Rigor of the. Laws, and in other caſes more favo- 
rably. Nay Sir to rcfide onely under any Goyernment , 
makes' a Man, ſubzxQ to' the ſaid Government 3/0 
fade , for otherwiſe a Stranger could not he. jutily 
pungſht for being guilty of high Treaſon againſt a-Prince 
whole Subject he is not. k 
I have faid thus much to remove a deluſion ſome pur 
npon themſelves in this matter, for want of due Conſi- 
_.deration, , imagining that they may lawfully enjoy their 
Ettates without owning the Authority of thoſe that 
Govern the State, and that they ſatishe their Conſci. 
ences by rcfuling to pray fox them , when indeed they 


do _ 
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do own their Authority, by having recourſe to thoſe Laws 
and Magiſtrates, who ſecure the Enjoyment of their:pof-- 
ſeſſions 5 the Magiſtrates who Execute the Laws, having 
no'other Authority, but what is-derived from thoſe thar 


Actually Govern the State, 21 14 why 
Is it not ſtrange, Sir, to fee Men-for. the preſerving, the; 
poſi. flion of their Goods to perſwads, themſclves , that: 
by thcir not praying for him whom they look upon to-be. 
an Uſprper, they have done cr.ough to: ſatisfie their Con» 
ſcience? It is every whit as much a Duty'to-pay tribute 
to the Higher Powers, and a Duty to which: Conſcience. 
Obligeth us ( as St. Pau! expreſſeth it in the 13. of 
the Epiſt, to the Romans, Ver. 3,4,5,6. ) as it is: to pray 
for them 5 for neither can the Peace of a Nation: be kept 
without. Arms, nor Arms maincain'd: without Salaries , 
nor Salaries of Souldiers without, Tribute. Thus Tacitus 
Explains the Juſtice of Tributes, 16.0676 Rharinn 


If. therefore you do not believe. the Authority to be 
Lawful, why can you pay Tribute which is exacted to” 
maintain this unlawful Authority:? Is not this to imitace 
the Conſcience of the Jews, whotn Our Saviour reproves 
for having denied the Power and: Authority ot' Ceſar 
at the ſame time when they acknowledged that they paid 
Tribute to Him ? You will ay we are Aﬀtive in pray-? 
ing for an unlawful Authority, but we are onely pallive 
in. paying Tribute , becauſe that Authority forces us 
thereto'-by, ways we cannot .oppoſe,.'as want ing: power 
ſo todo. Sec here a ſubtitle pcice of Divinity? :according 
to theſe Principles when St. Paul orders us tor pay (Tii- 
bute to thole to whom Tribute is due, he doth not comes 
- mand Subjcats to he Attive in. paying Tribute but .one- 
ly to be Paflive by ſuffering it to be taken from::tthem 
by force, 'What is the meaning of a: Tribute fave onely 
a contribution that is raiſed tq maintain the Authority 
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that governs us? Is it not therefore as poſitive an act 
* of the Subject as the Honour he renders. to whom Ho= 
nour is due ? But beſides, if this -anfwer be fatisfaGtory 
it hath this. little inconvenience, that it turniſheth the 
Fews with an anſwer to our Saviour's Arguments The 
Phariſees were reduccd to ſilence becauſe they did nct con- 
ceive it to bea ſufficient juſtification of themſelves to ſay 
toour Saviour, Ceſar forcech the Tribute from us, weare 
only paſſive in paying it. Had they been acquainted with 
this ditiisxction, they would have ftopt our Saviour's 
mouth 3 ' without doubt the Phariſees were not in any con- 
dition to make refittance-which obliged them to pay Tri- 
bute, but the ation of paying Tribute to him whoſe *#n- 
thority they diſowned, was ſufficient to condemn them, 
' which accordingly alſo put them to filence«® Our Savi- 
our is - fiill the fame Judge he was formerly with 
reſpc to the Jews. The Maxime of Jeſus Chriſt is that 
we muft own him for our lawful Sovereign to whom we 
pay tribute, and who is poſſcſt of the Publick Authority, 
as appcars by the Stamp of Current Money. 


I know that fome 'may' take an occafion to raiſe a 
Difpurte here, becaufe the learned Dr. Hammond, when 
explains thoſe words- of the xiii. of theEpiftle to the 
Romans; Let every Soul be ſubje&l to rhe Higher Powers, 
he undertiands it of Sovereigns that arc rightly eſtabliſhed 
and confiicuted, and 'of Supream Governours legally placed 
in that-Kingdom. Whencc it follows, that we are not 
bound to pay tribute to thoſe who have none of this Cha- 
raQer,Confcience only obliging us to day Tribute to ſuch, 
who being lawfully conſtituted, may and ought to be 
confider'd as God's Miniſters. But Idefire you to conſider. 
Firſ?,That according to Dr. Hammonds confeſſion, St. Pauls 
delignwas to oppoſe the Dodrine of the GnoFicks, who 
believed that a Heathen could have no lawful Authority 
over Chriſtians, and made the Liberty of the Goſpel - 
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conlift in this Maxime 3 according, as Dr. Hammond ex- 

plains himſelf on the 8 werſe of St. Judes Epiſile, 
24ly, That the Apoſtle St. Paw doth not give any 
Right, nor impoſe any neceflity. upon every Chriſtian 
to oppoſe his Judgment-to the, Sentiment and Determi- 
ration of the State, about the Right of the Sovercign 
that is placed on the Throne y/ but that he hath wholly 
left it to the Eſtates to determine who are their true 
and lawſul Sovereigns. And that . he hath impoſed a 
neceſſity npon Believers to pay tribute to all thoſe that 
are owned to be ſuch, as a thing that is their due, 
foraſinuch as they are the Miniſters of God. For if 


we conceive the thing otherwiſe 3 St. Paul muſt have en- 


gagee the Chriſtians to examine the Title of ſuch as 
are inveſted with the Government, for to judge whetheex 
it were lawful or no, and this cven- after that-the, State 
had owned them as lawtul. The Roman Senate having: 
Originally had the Right of naming the Emperors, as 
we ſce by the ſ(cveral Eledions they have made, as. 
well as by thoſe which it hath approved, when the 
Armies had prevented its' choice ; and by this meansthe 
Chriftians would have been diſpenſed with from paying; 
tribute to all thoſe -who' had invaded the Empire, or 
who had not obtained the Approbation of the Senate, for 
their Ele&tion made by the Armys or elſe would be 
obliged to: perfornf, without any regard to.conſcience, an 
a& whereof the Apottle wou}d have Conſcience to be 
the Principle, as being founded upon an, Emanation of 
the Authority {of God himſelt. 


I comprize here in a few words the force of_St. 
Paul's reaſoning. St: Paul commands Chriſtians to 
pray for the. Soveraign Powers of the State where they 
live 3 he orders them to- pay the Tributes: that are ne-. 
ceflary to maintain their Domination, and to exercife 
their Authority. He .grounds, both theſe duties, upon the 
. 0 obligation 
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obligation that lies vpon us to wiſh all poſſible good to _ 


"thoſe, who' are the Conſervators of the Socicty in which 
we live, and to 'contribute to. the Safety and Security 
the ChuacH enjoys Under: their ProteQion, ſo that. he 
ſuppoſcrh that theſe wwo duties with regary *to the Sove. 
reign Powers arc inſeparable. It you canact: in good 
Conſcience pray for the Sovereign Powers, which 'the 
Body of the State owns for fuch, then neither'car you in 
 pocd Conſcience pay them any tribute 35 and on the con- 

trary, if you can' in good conſcience pay them tribute; 
which is deſign'd to maintain their Domination,. you may 
with as good a Contcience pray for their proſperity. 


- But this, T fuppoſe, is enough, Sir, as to the firſt Article 
#*of the Queſtion you have propoſed fo me 3 I have by the 
by toych'd upon the ſecond 3 which I am now willing to 
examin more carefully, becauſe I perceive that Examples 
often have as great. an influence ..upon the Spirits ot men, 
as the t{irongeit and moſt deciſive Arguments. 


To be aſſured how the Primitive Chriſtians behav'd 


themſclves, who could not but be 'acquainted with .the 


Practice of the Apoliles and their Succeffars, we need 


only to take notice of the Termsof their Liturgies : which 


the'learned Dr. Hammond hath quoted in his Annotations 


on [the Second Chaprer of the firſt Epiftle to Timothy. 


© Of theſe four forts of prayer 'tis affirm'd by St Chryſoſt ome, 
_ thar they. were in' his time all uſed in the Church, 
x abnutery Azria in the daily Service, x; 4&ro, ſaith he. 
Iaagty cl uvxAna;, nal ixxrlw niphegy tyiretTar x; os Exptee x; 
&@ Tgolg., and this is ſufficiently known ro all the. Prieits, or 
thoſe” that officiate Morning and Evening, And lo it 
appcats by the Liturgies, The word #41 referring to 
the larger or Ifſer Colica, that in the Litany for delive- 
rance from all the Evils there named, and: the other after, 
in which the Phraſe 9 zvels Sarto we humbly beſeech 


/ 4 hee 
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thee O Father is uſed, which is for. the averting of Evils, 
The ſecond to the Prayers tor Mercy and other Want. 
The third to the arrows, wherein the word eirnoepa, let us 
pray for the whole ſtate of - Chriſt's Church, for Kings, &c., 
is inſerted, And tg fourth tothe Solemn Thanx(giving 
for all men, and to the Hymns ſung to the praiſe ot God, 
and it may be obſcrved that the direQion hereof praying 
for Kings, &c. is agreeable to that of the Hebrews, R. Cha- 
ninath in Pirche Aboth, C. 3. S. 2. Pray for the Peace of the. 
Kingdom, for unleſs there be fear, men will devour one ano- 
ther alive. Aod fo when Petronius came to fet up Cali- 


gula's Image ir; the Temple,they that would die rather than 


that ſhould be done, being asked then' whether they would 
wage War with the Emperor, anſwered noy but on the 
other fide twice a day thcy offered Sacrifice for the falety 
| of the Emperor, fee Foſephus, and Fer. 2y. 7, Accordingly 
was the Chriſtians praGiie, as long as the Emperors con- 
tinued Heathen, praying in their Liturgics va Bagntwv 
for Kings, after when they were Chriſtian, S#buege vari; 
TW! iugtfecaTe! x Broguazxruy Baorhtoy. The pray thee for 
our moſt pioms Kings Defenders of God, or of the Faith of 
Chriſt, as it is in St. CLryſoſtow's Liturgy, and that vm4e 
xeaTus, vixns, Siauoris, foi , vybians, cwTuias, ourer, for 
their . Power, Vittory, Continuance, Peace, Health, 
Safety. | The very things which they prayed for them, 
when they were yet Gentiles, faith Tertullian 1a Apoll. 
ſone monitore precamur pro omnibus Imperatoribus vitam illis 
prolixam, Imperium Securum, domum tutam, exercitut fortes, 
Senatum fidelem, populum probum, orbem quietum; we pray 
for a long life 'to our Emperors,” a ſecure' Empire, a ſafe 
Houſe, - valiant Armies, a faithful Senate, a good People, 
a quiet Hold. This was after done for Arrian and hereti- 
cal Kings, as Conftantius,  magaxzAuuir Tov Oedp Undg xonfs 
261 xaAucts} ughns, vaig + T4 xbope wraleas Vai; Bac 
aw, Voie regrliolav,  ovupexer, faith Cyrillus, Cat. 10. 
We. beſeech God for the common Peace of the Churches, 


for 
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for the quiet of the World far our Xings, their Souldicrs and 
Auxiliaries. Thus far the learned DoGtor, 


Accordingly I defire you to take notice? Frſ*, That this 
was a ſet Form, in which nothing might be changed 
except only the name of him that was raifed to the 
Throne. 24dly, That it doth not appear by any Record of 
the Church, that the reading of theſe Prayers was ever 
ſuſpended in any caſe whatſoever. 3dly, That there 
never aroſe any controverſic in the Church, - about 
what Emperor they were to pray for, the Church always 
acknowledging him to be Emperor, who had that title in 
thoſe places where it was ſettled: 4rbly, That there never 
happencd any Schiſm on this account, during all the 
manifold Revolutions of the Empire. 5thbly, That there 
never was a Canon of Conncil made to regulate the 
. Penance that was to be impoſed upon thoſe that had prayed 
for an Uſurper, againſt a lawful Prince. 6rhly, That ic 
doth not appear that ever any Heathen Emperor perſecuted 
| the Chriſtians of one Country, for having praycd for him 
who had uſurped the Empire in the places where they 
lived. 7thly, We donot had that ever any Chriſtian in 
his Commentarics upon the Scripture hath taken notice 
that it was the Belizf of the Church that they ought to 
make a ditintion between an Ulurper of the Empire, 
and a lawful Empcror, before they made Prayers for 


him. he 


Would you have ſome examples to evidence to you the 
Truth of theſe Obſervations? Caſſius in Syria revolted a- 
gainlt Marcus Antonmus the Philoſopher, art the Sollicitati- 
on of Fa»ſtina the Emperor's own Wife: and upon the 
News that was ſpread abroad, that arck Antenine was 
dead, he uſurped the Abſolute Power that had been” cons 
ferr'd upon him by the Army which was in Parnoxia + But 


this news of the Emperor's death being found to be a mi- 
| | Rake, 
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ſtake, he notwithitanding carried-on- his pretenſions,..and 
made himſelf to be owned Ewnperor by the Provinces of 
Cilicia, Syria, Fudea,and Egypt. Do you believe, Sir, that 
the Chriſtians ot thoſe _,Provinces did Continue to pray 
publickly:; for: Mark - Antonine,. and that they- refuſed-, to 
_ pray.tor Cafſjus.in their Publick Service 3 if they had done 
{o, they mutt have expaſcd themſelves to the: Perſecution 
of Caſſius; or if they did pray publickly tor Caſſius, they 
muſt thereby have ſeparated themſclves from the Com- 
munion of thoſe Chrittians who lived under the Empirc 
' of Mark! Antanine., . But whgre do we - read that Caſſi»+ 
perſecuted them fax ngt owning his Authority 3 or that ever 
they were excommunicated by 'the - other Chriſtians: tor 
having prayed for Caſſhus, who was. an Ufurpeg, 


Do not imagin, Sir, that Tert«llian doth oppoſe what 
I here afſert,, when he faich- in, his Apology , that ne- 
yer any Chriſtians -were found! to be Caſhhans,  Albinji- 
ans, Nigrians, as if the Chriftians who lived in thoſe 
Countries where Caſſius, and atterwards Albinus and 
Niger had revolted , the firlt againſt Mark Amntonine _, 
and thE other. two againii, the Empeor' Severus, had 
refuſed: td pray for theſe Ulurpers, and had always in 
their publick Service prayed; tor Mark Autonine, ang for 
Severus 3 but his delizn onely was to affert, that never 
any Chriſtians had a hand in theſe Confpiracies , 
which. were always carried Qn by Heathens gnely., And + 
for the reſt he-ſufficiently intimates, that. they never con- 
cern'd themſelves with examiging the Title of thoſe who 
were in Poſſeſlion of theypublick Authority., : wheri: he 
ſaich, ſpeaking in the Name of the Chriſtians 5 Nebis- 
nulla res magis aliena, quam Publice, Unam omnium- agnoſ- 
cimus Rempublicam Atuudum;that is, no matters are greater 
Strangers to us, than thoſe of the Publick ; we:are not 
much * conccrn'd for any other Common Wealth beſides 
the oae great Common Wealoy of ge World, = 
: 5 Ds 
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Do.you belcive,Sir,that the Chriftians of the Eaft prayel 
for Aurelian, whilſt they were under the Power of Zeno- 
bia Wife of the Emperor - Odenat, whom Gualiexus the 
Emperor had Aﬀociated -in the ' Empire ,. and whoſe 
Rights the maintained in favour of Her Children'; «gainſ} 
Amrelian; or that after'the-Defeat' of 'Zenobig by H4urelian 
they refuſed to pray for' hit, urider' protence''that Tere» 


_ big, and her Children, for whom they had prayed be- 


fore, had their lives given them by the Emperor /? Did 
not the Fathers of the Councit of Ant9ch acknowledge 
the Anthority of Aurelian, as ſoon as he'had Vanguiſht 
Zenobia, by petitioning that 'Emiperar* to drive away 
Paulns Samoſatenſis from his Epiſcopal Manfion , which 
they could not obtain 'of Zenebi#, who had ſupported 
him in oppoſition to their former Judgment ? 


Can you imagin that ever the Chriſtians concern'd them- 
ſclves to interpoſe their Judgment in oppofition either 
to the Senate, ' or the Army, when the Army having no- 
n.inated an Emperor in the Eaſt, the Senate nominated 
another in the Feſt ? as it happened after the Peath of 
Aurelian ; and 'that they pronounced whigh' Of theſe 
two was the Lawful Emperor, 'to the end that 'they 
might lawfully and of right pray'for him ; "in refufing 


| to pray for the Uſurper ? Or do you believe that the | 


Chriſtians of Africa did not pray for Alexander, who had 
caus'd himſelf to be proclaim'd Emperor there, or that 
thoſe of Rome, and tWt& dependencies- of it, did refuſe to 


pofifled the Soveraign Authority there? - 


pray for Maxentius during 'the five years. wherein' he. 


For my part I muſt own, that I cannot conceive , 
but that, if. the Chriſtians had refuſed to pray for 
thoſe whom they confider'd as Uſurpers, 'this their refu- 
fal would have raiſed a Perſecution againſt them, from 
thoſe who had uſurped the Empire 3 or why thoſe wu 
| | ave 
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have tranſmitted. the Mcmory of the Martyrs of the 
Church, have not 'made: mention. of. any  that- ſuf; 
fer'd becauſe they retuſed to pray- for an, Ulurper, being 
by ' this means Martyrs, both of  J:(us Ghxift- and of the 
Title of. their law ful Eenpexors» Neither, can Lany whit 


better conceive how or by what, means the. Chriſtians als - 


ways exaQtly  agrced about -the. Titleot their Emperors, 
when the People, the Souldicrs, and the Senate have been 
frequently divided in their Sentiments / about -it. And. if 
ever. the Chriſtians; were divided, iff . their apinions abouc 
this matter; 'in/ the ſeveral Provinces of, their Sertlemenc, 
how 'is - it: that -neyer * any 'Schiſm happened amongſt 
them 3 and if_ ever there, were, any, how. is it that 
the Eccleſiaſtical Hiftoriographers, who have given us an 
account of :the ſceeral; Sebiſens, have never. mention'd 
any that was occaſion'd; upon this account ?, 


. +: © 3 WE. i ic, 253915)? i ay b-: 
If you ſuppoſe that the Chriſtians. were in, fo. obſcure 
a condition before Conſtantine , that the Heathen Empe» 
rors did not mind their Prayers, provided they did bur 
Pay, their | Tribute, and that. accordingly. they. might 
pray or;:thei; lawful Emperors,; under. the, Nolcs- of the 
Uſurpers 2- at'ilealt you cannot imagine any ſuch thing 

to. have been favce- 3433. when Conſtantive had broug 
the Pagan Religion to truckle under the Chriſtian, and had 
given the Chriſtians all the advantage of a Publick Wor- 
ſhip.Afﬀter that the Emperor Conſtantias was killed, Magnen- 
7445 made himſelf; the Maſter, qt the, Gaules in lilyria 3>Ve- 
tranis takes t0- himſelf the Imperial Purple 3 Nepot;anus 
caufech/ himſelf to be proclaiand , Auguſtus at Rowe, and 
twenty cight days after his- Coronagionr!was: defeated by 
the Army. of Magnentis,. by which , means Aagnentias, 


continued Maſter of Africa; laly, and, the Gaudes : Do we 
x6ad, any where that the. Biſhaps of the; Gau/es,,, Iraly. or 


Afvics-\ever xefaſed ring the three. years of ; the Reign of 
m;?. When, Zulian, took upon him 
WS - 


HAdogventins to pray fouhim, m 
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the Purple in the Gawles in 360. in ſpite of Conſftantius, did 
the Biſhops of the Ganles thereupou refuſe to'-pray for him 
till after the death of Conſtantius ? When Procopins made 
himfelf to be declar'd Emperor at Conſtantinople in 365, 
do you read” that the Chriſtians of Conſtantinople did 
ever think of refuling to pray for him,"or that any were 
excommunicated for praying for him, during the year 
of hi: Reign ? When Enugenizs invaded” the Gawles 
after his having ripe, Grorearce the younger, did not 
the Piſhops of 'the Gaules make-publick Prayers for Eugenius 
for the ſpace of two years/ and more? When Gzldo in 
the \car 396. poſſcſt himſclt of Africa, did not the Bi- 
thops of Africa tor a whole year together make any Pub- 
lick Prayers for him, becauſe forfooth, he was an Ulur- 
per? When Conftantims - (cized the 'Ganles .and Britain 
in 407. and continued in p«NFefhon- of them till 411. 
did the Biſhops of Grcat Britain and the Gaules pray all 
this'time for Honorius, without praying for Conftantins ? 
When Alaric after he had taken Rome, made Atralus to be 
choſen Emperor in 409; did any refuſe to pray for 
him in the Countrics - under his' ſubjeRtion? When one 
called John, cauſed himſelf t6 be proclaim'd: Emperor at 
Rome, and in the WeFt againſi'the Emperor Valentinian IN. 


.@n any one ſhew us that the Chriſtians refuſed to pray for 


him, during the year that he was in poſſeſſion of Rome, 
and diversother Proyinces of the Heſt ? 


Should I go about-to run over all the Hiſtory of te 
Church and Empire, I'could every where make it #p- 
pear,. that this waswver the behaviour of the Chriſtians in 
thete caſes, but becauſe I am' to confine my ſelf within. 
the Bounds of a Letter, I ſhall tie my felf to four Ex- 
ainples , which will be ſafficient- to make you judge 


of the rett. The Fiſt {is taken” out” of the Hiſtory" of 
Conſtantine the Great, who oppog'd- Litinius his*Brother 


in Law and Cpllcgue in the Empize, for no other rea- 
| f | fon 
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ſon but"to-put-a ſtop to the:'Violent Perſecution which 
Licinias hid raiſ:d ia the Empire of the Ea#f, which” 
was ' his| Part, How did the Chriſtians behave them- 
ſelves after that Licinius was overcome and forced by 
Conſtantine-to betake himſelf. to a Private Life , did 
they refuſe -to: pray” for Conſtantme under Pretence that 
Liginius the Father was yet alive ? Or did they ton- 
tinue to pray for Lzicin;us the Father, or Licinius the 
Son, whom his Father had declar'd Auguſtus ? -I1 know: 
no body that was capable of ſuch a prepoſterous Bes 
haviour faye onely Exſebins of Nicomedia, who Wad all a- 
long bcen a great Favourer -of . Licinius againft Conftan- 
tine. All the reſt of the Chiiltians were overjoyed: at 
* this Revolution, and, the Nicenz Council bleſſed God 
for it, and ordcred publick Thankſgivings therefore. 


Sce here another Example,which I would; deſire you ſet: 
ouſly to conſider, The Emperor Gratiawus having been affal- 
fmated by Count Andragalbins, Adaximus thereupon i nva-' 
ded Britain, the Gauls and, Spayn, ani was there proclaim- 
ed Emperor. Do you'ſuppoſe that the Churches of thefe 
Three Great Provinces of the Empire of the We, did 
continue'to pray for /Valentinian, whom Gratian had aſſoci- 
ated in the Empire, and that they. rcfus'd to pray for Max-. 
imus ? Or do-you imagia that any Schiſm happen'd 
* amongfi the Uhriſtians of theſe Three © Provinces upon 

this occaſion ? True it is that there happened a Schiſme 
between the Churches of France, the greater part where- 
of. refuſed to.-communicate-,with thoſe Biſhops, that had 
employed the Authority of Maximus for oh puniſhing 
of Priſcillian, fo great an Enmity did this Church at 
that time bear againſt all Perſecution; «but we do not 
read that the other Biſbops divided themſclves, ſome of 
them thinking themſclves bound ta, pray for. Valentinian , 
and other - for Maximus the Ulurpere Let any Man read” 
Ny | '** "Over 


- _ If.ever there were ajult occafion'to refuſe to pray for 
an- Emperour, it was then 'when Phocas invaded the' 
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over the Monuments | of thoſe times , and he ſhall no 
where find any. the leaſt inſtance that the Chriſtiang of 
Great Britain did fottow any other order in their Prayers, 
than ric Gquls and Spaniards did.” | +: 


, 
p 


% 


Empire and uſurped it from Maurice. The Barbarous 
Cruelty which he uſed towards that Emperour and four of 


His Chilgrerz , canhiot be read without Sorrow Theodoſzus 


= 


ſtus,, hal eſcaped the Maſſacre. 


| Well, do we find that for all this the Church refuſed 
to pray for Phocas? They who will read the 38:h. Epiſtle of 


the Son of Maurice , whom his Father had dec}azed: Aug: 


the XI. Book of the Pope that then was, may judge whe- 


ther the Church of Rome , in the'mame whereok Gregory 
writes to Phoeas, after that his Aceefſion-to the Empire 
had been ſigniffd- to the Church, and to the Roman Se- 
nate, made: any . difficulty o pray for Phocas, whom all 
Succecding Polterity have confider'd as a great Tyrant. 


T.could eafily make it appear that the ſame: Maximes 


chave been followed by all the 'Kingdorws of the Weſt , 


which were raifed fram the Ruins of the Rowan Empire 3 
but it will be ſufficient to alledge onely the Example of 
—_ | 

Some years fince a great "Queſtion hath beenſtarted 
between Father /e'Cointe, andthe DoRors of the Court of 
Rome, The latteggontending that theFranks did not deprive 
Kin Childeric Wihe Royal Title, but by the concurring 


Authority of Pope Zachary 3 whercas Father 1: Comtere- 
zeats this opinion fora yieer Legend, mantaining that 
the Depoſition of Childeric was perform'd by the Sole Au-, 
| | | | thority 
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thority of the State of the Franks. \ See' here what Pape- 
brociys writes to prove that it is not improbable, 'thag 
| Pope Zachary never ſo much as conſented, to this. Depok- 
tion , - becauſe the -whole Body o&-the| Nation. judged it 
juſt 32d neceifary, * For it-was no new thing. {aith he. _ 
_* for the Franks, when they. had diſpatcht, any bf their. 
_ © Kings or throat them'into Monalteries, t0. fubllitute o- 
© thers in their Room ,; ſuch as were.indeed of the eros 
* vingian Line, yet n6t always thoſe that werejthe next, 
© Heixs in a right Line of Succcflion ; as is evident to any 
© one, that reads the Hiftory of Gregory of Tours, ftuft with 
* Royal Tragedies and Revolutions, wherewith the Popes 
* never concernd themſclves , or enquir'd into the Right 
© and Title of thoſe in Poſſcflion of the Throne, by what 
© means ſocver they got to it. And when ever did the 
* Patriarchs of Con(fantinople refuſe to crown y or the Ro- 
* man Biſhops to own thoſe Emperours, which Fortune 
*any way ſoever offer'd to them ? For ſecing noneof 
* the Biſhops, nor of the Abbots, nor any of thoſe Per- 
© ſons, who at that time were accounted famous for their 
© Learning and SanQity , did oppoſe+ the Elcvation of 
*King Pippin , if Pope Zachary had undertaken to op-. 
© poſe it , his oppoſition would have been tq no pur- 
* poſe againlt ſuch an unanimus Reſolurtign of the 
© whole Kingdom , alrcadysexecutcd ; and to which no- 
* thing was wanting fave onely the Ceremony of the 
© Sacred Unction or- Coronation, The reaſon of my al- 
ledging Papebrocius that tamous Compiler of the Laws 
of the Saints, -is onely to let you fee, how trre the 
matter I have here advanced is, viz» That the Church' 
never at any time refuſed to pray for thole, who 
| have been :owned by the Body of the State, and 
that the Chriftians - in all Ages: have been infinitely e- 
ſirang'd from that Maxim. 3 wheyxeon ſome Men do 
now- build the Schiſme we deplore , vis, That it be- 
longs 
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longs to the Ro to Judge who is the Lawful $o- 


veraign, and that ſhe can and may conſider, hin as 
an Ulurper ; who is owned by the State, and that 
its Members ought to refuſe to pray for him, and 
to ſeparate / themſelves - from thoſe ., who do% 'as 
from Perſons that openly Violate :the -Laws of God, 
and the Obligations of Conſcience 3 which [ hearti- 
ly wiſh thzſe' Gentlemen may take into their Seri- 
ous Conlideration. ' : 


T am, 


FINTS. 


